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2 Re: MUR 6292 

Dear Mr. Joidan: 

On behalf of Walsh for Congress Committee, Inc. (the "RespondenfTi this letter responds to tiie 
coneapondence dated M̂ y 20, 2010 fiom the Federal Elections Commission (the 
••Commission") r̂ piding a complaint dated May 13,2010 (the *X}oin|ilainO filed by Richazd M. 
Cape (the ""Complainant"). 

Respondent is a candidate political comnuttee fiamed pursuant to die Federal Elections 
Campaigns Act of 1971, as amended (the "AcT) for the purpose of electing Joe Walsh to the 
United States House of Rqnesentstives fiom tiie 8* Disbict of Illinois. Mr. Walsh was 
nominaled to be the Rqpidilican candidate on the Fdmuoy 2,2010 pi^^ 

Based on the material set forth below, the Reqxmdent respectfully requests that the Commission 
find no reason to believe that the fi»b alleged in die Complaint pose a violatbn of the Act or ite 
implementing regulations and that this matter lie HiBfpiBMMi and that the Commission take no 
fintiier action. 

Tlie Complainant was engaged I7 die Reqmndeflt fiom October IS, 2009 to AprU 
Since the Respondent ended ite relatiandup with the ComplauMBit, he 
systematic effint to attack Joe Walsh to mass clccbxmic niails to nMmben of the locd 
RepuUieanPsity leaden and activists. Regrettsbly, itappeandmtlheConipbdntisa 
continuation of tint effint. 



t-1 

The Complaint alleges that die Respondent has not disclosed or paid for legid services rendered 
by a law firm located in Chicago, Illiiiois. In support of the claim, the Conqilainant attached 
copies of coirespQodence piqiared by counsel fin the Respondent and an dectronic mail finm 
another fimner contractor for die Respondent in which the fimner contractor attempts to estimate 
the services provided by counsel to the Respondent 

The Respondent did engngc counsel to assist h widi the Icgfd tasks of forming the Respondent, 
operating the campaign sinictore and responding to the types of issues set finth m the 

qpi coirespondence attacJicd to the ComplainL 
m 
^ Complainant wouki not have reason to know it, but counsel issued invoices to the Respondent on 
^ March IS and April 15,2010. Receipt of diese invoices will be shown on die Respondent's July 
^ 15*̂  (Quarterly Report and an amendment to the April IS* Quarteriy Report as a debt owed to 
Q counsel as the Reqwndent has not paid die invoices. 

Tins extenskm of credit by counsd was done m tlw firm's olduuny coinse ^ 
terms of the credit were similar to those observed liy the firm when extendmg a sunilar amount 
of credit to a nonpolitiGal client of sunihu' risk. Therefine, die receipt and disclosure of the 
invoices is fiilly consistent with Commission ndes with respect to extension of credit 1̂  vendon. 

The Complamt alleges that Biyan Javor peifiniued auto calls in the days leading iq> to the 
Febniaiy 2, 2010 primary. The Respondent does not dispute that it engaged Mr. Javor's finn, 
ReachFly, to peifinm these calls. But again, what the Complainant would not have reason to 
know is that ReachFly, subsequently issued an mvoice to the Respondent The recnpt and 
payment of that mvoice will be refiected on die July IS* Quarteriy Report. 

The Complaint also references calls made by ReachFly pursuant to an agreement whh Mr. Bruce 
Donnelly of Barrington, Illmois. Mr. Donnelly is the leader of a focal independent voter 
oiganization and the calls leferenced in the Complaint were done subsequent to the Febniaiy 2, 
2010 primaiy where Joe Walsh was a candidate. 

As part of this matter, Mr. DonneUy was asked to provide a leqmnse to the In his 
May 26,2010 response. Mr. Domwlly states diat he paid fin diese calls widi his own fimds but 
he did oot comdinate the timing or content of diese calls widi the Respondent or ite agente. 
Furtfaeimore, Mr. Donnelly staled in his response tint the pupose ofthe call was to piomote 
attendance at die meeting by providing redpienb ¥ddi the names of odier speaJren and 
candidates who would be present, not to advocate fin the election of Joe Walsh as duB Complaint 

Mr. Danndly's response also acknowledges that his ocganization received certain phone date 
fioom die ReqxndentfoUowing die Febniny 2,2010 primaiy. Iiifiut,itisironicdiatitwasd]e 



Compkunant m his role that as a vendor to the RespondeDt that provided the phone date to Mr. 
Donnelly, to short, the Respondem complains of a situation he created. 

Nonetheless, in consultatiQn with Mr. Donnelly, the Respondent has determined that the 
approximate value of this data is $70. The Respondent will disclose the $70 as an in-kind 
comribution to Mr. Donnelly's organization on the July IS* Quarteriy Report 

Moreover, the Respondent has taken action to ensure that current staff, consultants and 
organizational and individual suppoiten have been infinmed that any fiiture activity or 
expenditure that migjlit even arguably be considered a "̂ cocidinated conununication" under 
Commisaion's rules should be reviewed m detail and disclosed if it meeb the test for a 

(H coordinated communication. 
CO 

^ The Conqilaun alleges that die Reqiondem came mtorecdpt of a poll conducted b̂  
^ firm, ReadiFly, for one of Joe Walsh's primaiy opponenia. This allegation sunply is not true 
© <»ltl.eCamnd»i»«l»«kltd»»>todiiitteCoovl^ 

On Januaiy 26,2010 the Respondent engaged Reachfly to conduct a lunited poll specifically to 
test name recognition and geographical areas of strength and weakness to enable the Respondent 
to more effoctivdy target ite effixrts m the dosmg days of the primaiy campaign. 

Reachfly did not issue an mvoice fin the polling services dining the period covered 1̂  the April 
IS* Quarteriy Report However, the Respondent subsequently received an invoice fiom 
Reachfly fin these services and die expenditure finr payment fin these services will tie disclosed 
on the July IS* (Quarterly Rqxnt. 

rv. E«pMiilfnw^ " " H ' T Frfaiarv Eiectinn Niairt Event 

The Complauit states that expenditanes were not praperiy diackised related to the primaiy night 
victoiy party hdd by die Respondem at Dock's Bar and GriU m Wauoonda, I^^ 

The Respondem paid a $200 dqposit to secure qpace at the restaunnit fin the party. In addition, 
Joe Waldi peisonaUy pakl appfOKunatdy $82S fin find, refied^^ 
for holding the party at tiie restaurant Tliese expenditures were not reflected on the April 
Quarteriy Report. The Reqamdem will file an mmauimtad to the April Quarteriy Report to 
reflect both die exact anunmt of expenditures by the Respondem fin the deposit and the Joe 
Walsh's use of personal fimds to pay fin die party. 

Again, the Respondem has taken action to ensure that in the fiiture any such advances of 
personal fiom tiie candidate are dncinnaited and disclosed during the reporting period m which 
they are made. 



While presunudily nm part of dte body of die Conqdamt, die Complainam also niakes a vagû  
and non-specific reference to other violations the Respondem may have committed related to the 
mdividual comribution Ihnits. Widiomadditkindinfinmation, the Respondem can ofier no 
response to these unsubBUmtialed statements. 

VI. 

To the extern tfam the Complaim has any merit, h cites tedbnical violations die Respondem has 
tri coirected and implenooited processes to ensure tfam they do nm occur again. Tlie Commission 
•H sfaodd affirmatively find no reason to believe the Rê ondem violated the Act In submitting 
cp thisnDUderidtoflteCoinnus8kNi,theReqiondemdoesnmwBiveany of ite^^ 

actkm on this matter will be kept confidential pursuam to relevam Commission regutetions and 
^ respectfidly reiterates ite request dutt this matter be dismissed and thm the Commission take no 
^ fiufheraction 

© 

WdliamJ.Cadigan 
Counsel fin the Respondem 


